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2/, June 1981
MEMORANDUM TO Chief S/T

FROM

SUBJECT Revision of E.0. 12065

1. Except for certain reports and microform papers, all other types of paper
should be reviewed. CRD should continue to review FRUS, manuscripts, speeches,

newspaper articles, and mandatory FOIA and PA requests.

2. All Directorates/papeg{should be reviewed for dowhgrading and /or declassi-

fication with the exception of compartmented materials and DDO cagbles and dispatches.

3. To ensure protection of CIA's interest in Agency and other Agencies' documents
stored at NARS and WNRC, CRD personnel should continue to review these documents

for classification protection beyond 20 years and /or declassification.

4. To accomplish meaningful files, CRD should be authorized to destroy non-
permanent documents, or indicate that certain documents should be held tempo-
rarily and not permanently.

prRIMAR Y TUTERESY
5., Establish Office of Record versus Infg Offices. Info Offices! documents

should be held temporarily or destroyed apter serving its purpose. (Chrono Files).

6. The DARE system should contain information only on doguments which have been <. -
4 thereby providing a speedy method for listing those documents which

declassified, Mﬂmmmmwwmwm&%

have been declassified ahd have to be certified by the DCI.

IR REK R IE X
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7. Records GontrolSchedules should be reviewed for possible changes in disposition

instructions.

8. If the above program is anproved, the current manpower in CRD could be

reduced.
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Stan, o Thoughts on future policy for systematic review. Would like to
have when return on 5 October.  Contributions welcome from all.

1. Exempt review of DDO material, since a great majority of their files
will not be declassified. ’

2, Exempt review of Compartmented material.

3. Do not review Chrono files, because record copy documents are usually
filed in either Subject or Project files.

4. To ensure protection of CIA's interest in Agency and other Agencies'
documents stored at NARS and WNRC, CRD personnel should continue the
classification review of these documents,

(Haewes & 1200 )

5. CRD should continue to review FRUS, mamuscripts, speeches, newspaper

articles and mandatory FOIA and PA requests,

STAT
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Virtually all DDO, DDS&T and DDKX documents require santization

to avoid revealing sources and methods. Therefore, they can be

- downgraded at most. This does not make them available to researchers,

80 systematic review ( which does not allow for sanitization) serves

no_purpose. and should be elgminated. ... . .. —

FBIS reporst should be regularly declassified and made available

to the public, as should NFAC studies which do not reveasl sources

and methods. £ cqPaB/c171ES,

W systemabedy

Records of the 0/DCI shouldhbeﬁreviewed,cinee'fiey may contain

documents dealing with policy matters that will be of historical

interest but will not deal with sources and methods, etc. There

worr't-be magy, however, TA]Y §M b“p ,5’(4‘(/-66/ E Mﬁﬁ’/
peutad anly ‘ '

State and DOD will undoubtedly contimie some sort of systematic

review. We should continue to use CRD ( preferebly annuitants) to

work-with Archives.,

CRD should continue to work with State on the FRUS. Suggest. .. .

one NFAC and one DO getailee or anmuiitant work full time with

CRD-

State on this. Eliminate separate DO review, but have one DO officer

with authority to go directly to area diviehon or country desk to

check on any matters which may be questionakle and which may require

current knowledge abodt country in question. Referent would coordinate

with IMS, of course, but would be sble to deal personally with

area officers . In other words, CRD-would be resppmsible for

proteetion of sources, methods, requirements, etc. and would show

tocouritry desk only those documwnts which might involve current

p olitical sensitivities, liaison relations, etc. CRD would have

to be very careful in its review, but it would avoid a lot of

needless duplication of effort since only a fewy few documents

would be involved,
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